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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 
Nature Of The Case 
 
 Juan J. Carmona appeals from the district court’s appellate decision 
affirming the judgment for illegal parking. 
 
Statement Of The Facts And Course Of The Proceedings 
 
 Boise city issued Carmona a traffic ticket for parking illegally (not within 18 
inches of the curb).  (R., p. 4.)  Carmona’s vehicle was parked between three and 
four feet from the curb, partly blocking a bike lane and forcing bicyclists to go into 
the traffic lane to get around his car.  (Tr., p. 6, L. 25 – p. 10, L. 15; State’s 
Exhibits 1 & 2.)  The magistrate found Carmona guilty and imposed a fine.  (R., 
p. 9; Tr., p. 22, L. 15 – p. 23, L. 5.)    
 Carmona appealed to the district court.  (R., p. 10.)  The district court 
rejected Carmona’s argument and affirmed the judgment.  (R., pp. 60-63 (copy 
attached).)  Carmona timely appealed from the district court’s appellate decision.  
(R., pp. 64 (timely filing of petition for rehearing), 66 (order denying rehearing), 







 Due to its length, the state does not here reproduce Carmona’s statement 
of the issue (Appellant’s brief, pp. 3-4).  The state rephrases the issue as: 
 Has Carmona failed to show error in the district court’s appellate decision 
holding that Carmona’s claim that he was guilty of parking in a bike lane was not 








Carmona Has Failed To Show Error In The District Court’s Appellate Decision 
Holding That Carmona’s Claim That He Was Guilty Of Parking In A Bike Lane 
Was Not A Defense To The Charge Of Parking More Than 18 Inches From The 
Curb 
 
 Carmona was charged with, and convicted of, violating a Boise City 
Ordinance prohibiting parking more than 18 inches from the curb.  (R., pp. 4, 9.)   
The district court concluded that Carmona’s claim that he violated a different 
section of the Boise City Code governing parking did not constitute a legally valid 
defense to the charge.  (R., pp. 60-63 (copy attached).)  The state adopts the 




 The state respectfully requests this Court to affirm the district court’s 
opinion on appeal. 
 DATED this 16th day of May, 2016. 
 
 
      _/s/ Kenneth K. Jorgensen_ 
      KENNETH K. JORGENSEN 
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
ByMARTHALYKE 
OEP\ITY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. CR-IN-2014-0039206 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. OPINION ON APPEAL 
JUAN J. CARMONA, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
ATTORNEY FOR THE APPELLANT: PRO SE1 
ATTORNEY FOR THE RESPONDENT: MICHAEL DEAN 
Juan J. Carmona appeals from the finding by the magistrate that he committed 
the infraction of violating Boise City Code 10-11-01 which provides: "Standing or 
Parking Close to Curb. Except as otherwise provided in this Chapter, every vehicle 
stopped or parked upon a roadway where there are adjacent curbs shall be so stopped 
or parked with the right hand wheels of such vehicle parallel to and within eighteen 
inches (18") of the right-hand curb." 
1 
In Idaho, "'[p]ro se litigants are held to the same standards and rules as those represented by an 
attorney."' Golay v. Loomis, 118 Idaho 387, 393, 797 P.2d 95, 101 (1990). See a/so State v. Sima, 98 
Idaho 643, 644, 570 P.2d 1333, 1334 (1977) ("A litigant appearing prose is held to the same standards 
and rules appearing with counsel."). 
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• • FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
The appellant was cited on October 7, 2014 by a Boise Police Officer near W. 
Boise Avenue and Martha. On March 18, 2015, a court trial was held before the 
magistrate, and the appellant was found guilty of the offense. 
STANDARD OF REVIEW 
When a district judge considers an appeal from a magistrate judge (not involving 
a trial de novo ), the district judge is acting as an appellate court, not as a trial court. 
State v. Kenner, 121 Idaho 594, 596, 826 P.2d 1306, 1308 (1992). The interpretation of 
law or statute is a question of law over which the Court has free review. State v. Miller, 
134 Idaho 458,462, 4 P.3d 570, 574 (Ct. App. 2000). 
A judgment of conviction supported by substantial and competent evidence will 
not be set aside on appeal. We will not substitute our view for that of the trier of fact as 
to the credibility of the witnesses, the weight to be given to the testimony, and the 
reasonable inferences to be drawn. Moreover, we will consider the evidence in the light 
most favorable to the prevailing party." State v. Stricklin, 136 Idaho 264, 269, 32 P.3d 
158, 163 (Ct. App. 2001 ). 
ANALYSIS 
The appellant asserts that he "received a parking ticket for parking 5 feet off curb 
in an area that should be totally prohibited to park because it is a bike lane ... If the 
City of Boise is intending to allow parking on that location, a bike lane should exist 
between the parking area and the travel lane. The City of Boise was not in compliance 
at this location at the time of the ticket .... " Appellant's Brief, at 2. 
This is not a defense to the infraction the appellant was found to have committed. 
The appellant said during the court trial, "if I would need to get a ticket today I agree 
with parking in a bike lane, not for parking away. Because that is definitely a violation 
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• • • that is a lot stronger to park in a bike lane." March 18, 2015 Trial Transcript, at 22. The 
magistrate noted "it doesn't amount to a legal defense. You still have the choice to 
make of whether to park within 18 inches or park some place else." Id. at 22-23. 
Appellant cites the "Idaho Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan" and the 
"Idaho Driver's Manual." These are neither binding nor relevant. See, e.g., Idaho 
Driver's Manual ("This handbook paraphrases the language of the Idaho Motor Vehicle 
Code. Courts go by the actual language of the code, not this text."); Idaho Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Transportation Plan ("This Idaho Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan 
serves as a first step in establishing a statewide vision, goals and strategies, 
disseminating information, and providing guidelines pertinent to the cyclist and walker."). 
The magistrate's determination is supported by substantial evidence. 
Christopher Voth, a parking enforcement officer with Boise, testified that the area in 
question was "mostly residential." March 18, 2015 Trial Transcript, at 6. He testified that 
parking is allowed on the street there: "[p]arallel parking only on the inside of the bike 
lane. And the areas where you are not allowed to park are marked with a no parking 
sign." Id. "There was a series of vehicles parked along the street and his [appellant's] 
was one of them that was considerably parked off of the curb and into the bike lane." Id. 
at 6-7. Photographs of the vehicle were introduced into evidence indicating parking well 
over 18 inches from the curb, a fact which is not challenged on appeal. 
CONCLUSION 
The decision of the magistrate is affirmed. 
Dated this t{' day of October 2015. 
Gerald . Schroeder 
Senior District Judge 
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• • CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, Christopher D. Rich, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I have 
mailed, by United States Mail, one copy of the OPINION ON APPEAL as notice 
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JUAN J. CARMONA 
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BOISE CITY PROSECUTOR 
VIA INTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL 
Date: /o lj U ::--
7 I 
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